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The PREFACE. 


' JE that will Refle&t upon the laſt four Years, 
will ſcarce believe a _ Apology need- 

or Printing this Diſcourſe: It at preſent the 
Madneſs of the People be in ſome Meaſure tilled, 
I think it not il-rimed, for I have taken the Adyan- 
tage of a lucid Interval, and have offered them 
Reaſon when they haye Recovered their Senſes , 
though not their Temper. Ir is with them as it is 
with the reſtleſs Ocean, Poſito flatu inquietum Mare. 
So now, though the Popular Breath of a pretended 
Patriot does not blow hard upon the Nation, yet the 
iddy Mulcitude remain unſettled, and arc in great 
, mach of a Relaps into the like Lunacy. This Let- 
ter was writ, 'tis true, in 46, but it 1s exactly Calcu- 
lated for 82. For of late we have only Tranſcribed 
thoſe Times, as if we intended to Copy out the Ini- 
quities of our Fore-Fathers.We are now full of Mur- 
murings and Repinings,the Natural Product of Eaſe 
and Plenty, being almoſt tired with too long a Hap- 
pines, as if we had deflowred our Felicity : For 
though we cry out ſo loud of Grievances, they are 
_ ke that of o m—_—_— $ 5 yaw, Se- 
neca lays, Sepius queſius eft quod foliis Roſe duplicatis 
Cncubuifſer We do not complain becauſe we are 
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| The Preface. 
really hurt, but becauſe we arc too delicate. I may 
boldty Challenge the tendereſt Perfonof the Difcon- 
rented Party to ſhew me one Princes Reign ſince the 
Conqueſt, in which the Peopk of £1g/and have fac 
under the ſhadow of their own Vines with leſs Di- 


ſturbance: But they that make the greateſt noiſe arc 
Men that have becn rejected by the Government, or 
elſe Perfons that Lond be ſilenced by Preterment, 
and would willingly loſe their Tongues with afalyer 
Quinzy. Therc 1s a plcaſant Story im the Hiſtory 
of Great Britain of Gondemar the Spaniſh Embaſla- 
| dot anda Lady, very applicable co our Times. 

In thoſe Days there were ſome Ladies (who pretended 
to be Wits) had fair Nieces, or Daxghters, which: drew 
great Reſort to their Houſes ; and. wbere C ompany meet, 
the Diſcourſe is commonly of the Times. | Theſe Ladies 
Gondemar ſweetned with Preſents that were too four in 
their Expreſſions. He Lived at Ely-Houſc in Holborn ; 
his Paſſage to the Court was ordinertly through Drury- 
Tanc, and that Lane and the Strand were the Plates 
where moſt of the Gentry Lived; and the Ladies as he 
went knowing his Times; would not be wanting 10 ap- 
pear at their Balconies br Windows to Preſent him their 
Civilities, and he would watch for it ; and as be was. 
carried in his Litter, or bottomleſs Chair ( the eaſieſt 
Seat for his Fiſtula.) he would flirain himſelf as much 
as an Old Man could do tothe Humbleft-Poftare of Re- 
pe. One day puſſing by the Jacobs Houfe in 

rury-Lane, /be expofang her felf for a Salutation, he 


was 
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ads 170t wanting to ber, but ſhe moved nothing: hut her 
Mouth, . gaping wide oper upon bim.'' He wondred ot 
the Lads Inctoility, but thoupbt it might be happily x 
Tawning fit took ber at that time, for trial whereof the 
next day be finds her in the ſame place, and his Conr- 
tefres were again accoſted with no better Expreſhons 
than an extended Month. Whereupon he fent a Gen- 
theman to her to let ber know, that the Ladies of Eng- 

land mere more Gracious to him than to Encounter hi 
efts with ſuch Aﬀfronts. She Arſwerel,it was'trire, 
he bad Purchaſed ſome of their Fawonrs at a tletrr Rate ; 
And fbe had a Mouth to be ſtopped as well as others. Gon- 
tlemar finding the Cauſe of the emotion of 'her Month, 

ſent her.u Preſent, which Cured herdf that Diſtemper. 
We tind this Gaping-Sickneſs 1s broke oiit afreſh 
in our Times, bart is growti' much worſe; for we 
arc notonly troubled with a filent extenſion of the 
Jaws, butit ts attended with horrid Yellmgs againſt 
Evil Counſellors, when underthat Appetfation we 
would cxtort' from our King his deareſt Friends. 
Neither has the King only been remotely Artacqued 
in Ins Miniſters of State, but ehe Mercenary Scrib- 
ters of the Age have Blaſphemied hira m their Prints. 
What ſwarms of written Lampoons/befides have 
crept abroad, ſornc writ by Wretches Curſed witha 
Wit:roo good, ſincerheyemphloy their Talents orfly 
edcommaut an Ingemions Imquay. Alext5ifer thonght 
ic tbo. great at Priviledge for every Cormmon Aland 
toPourtrait Majeſty, and therefore — 


The Preface. | 
Liberty by a Law to none but Famed Apelles : Had 
he Lived in our Days, when Princes fit to eyery 
drunken Poet, who purpoſely deforms his Soyeraign, 
he had been impatient of ſo hugh an Indignity : Fu 
now Treaſon is uttered under the ſtrong Protection 
of a Rhime,and he paſſes for the greatett Wit,whoſe 
Talent 'tis to fling the filchieſt Dirt in the Face of 
Gods Anointed. My Blood has oft grown warm 
at the repetition of a Modiſh Libel, to ſee how it 
has tickled the Conceits of empty _——_—_— Parts 
| _ couldreachno higher, than to underſtand the ful- 
| ſome Ribaldry: For if there chanced to be any quaint 
Conceit,that was bur Joſt to their pert dulneſs, and 
paſs'd by with an Ignorant ſilence. He that will 
Burleſque his Prince, and ſuits Reproaches to the 
Genius of the Age, muſt pleaſe by a groſs and naked 
Obſcenity : For Men arc come to that Unnatural 
Dyſcraſic as to rcliſh-or digeſt nothing but Poyſon, 
and Keck, and Vomit when you offerto their filthy 
Stomacks a wholſom and a cleanly Banquer. The 
Strumpet-Muſe of theſe our Modiſh Poets was bred 
up in Stews, and Brothels, and by her Language ſhe 
betrays her Education. They know not how to 
reach the Noble heights of a Civil well wric Poem, 
but grow weary of unaccuſtomed Goodneſs if once 
they dare to undertake that Task, for then their Parts 
arc overcome, being not befriended, with thoſe 
baſcr Helps of ſpeaking thoſe things that moſt Men 
bluſh to hear. Unhappy is that State where _ 
Faults 
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Faults are made the Paſtime of Buffoons; they are 
the common Calamirics of the Nation, and cyery 
Subje& ſhould become a Penitent when the King's 
a Sinner, for they provoke Heavens Vengeance = 
their Repreſentative, and often feel the Puniſhments 
that reſulc fron his Iniquinies. 
Quicquid delirant Reges pleftuntur Achivi. 

Bur it this Conſideration cannot reſtrain this In- 
continency of Rhiming, but their Debauched Fan- 
cies will ſtill make Majeſty the Subject of their Droll, 
Publick Authority, it 1s to be hoped, will Corre&t 
theſe Poctical Traytors; and it they cannot be 
taught better Religion, they will be forced to berter 
Manners. - I muſt confeſs, I have ventured to Cen- 
ſure this as an Immortality, and as an innovated 
Crime of latter Ages ; but I find in a Modern Au- 
thor, 1t 15a Chriſtian agen the great Antiquity ; 
for he has run it up ſo high, that I was in great 
dread that he would haye proved it of 'Apoſtolical 
Inſtitution. But it ſeems it was certainly in Practice 
amongſt the Primitive Chriſtians at Antioch, whoſe 
Example he does alledge for its Juſtification ; for 
he ſays, They Lampoon'd the Beard of the Empe- 
rour «lian, and Burleſqued his Princely Whaskers. 
Surely this-Inſtance ſerves much better to prove the 
Lawickak of Reviling the King, than to: Confute 


the Doctrine of Paſſive Obedience, Burt yet this 
Reyolted Divine would paſs for a truc Son of the 
Church of England, though he Renounces her 

Doctrine 
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Doctrine and Practice, for. he isyery Angry ſhe will 
furruſhiher zmcswith no othes Weapons thari 
Tcars and Prayers for he thinks he could manage's 
Carnal Sword for Preferment much better than a 
Spiritual, and for that Reafon bkes the d4ltpran be- 
yond the Goſpel. I know he blames our Saviour 
in's Heart for commanding Sr. Peter to put up his 
Sword, and for not making uſe of thoſe many-Le- 

ons of Angels that would gladly have Reſcued 
Fm from the Jews.” But Alas! this Son lyes in his 
Mothers Boſomonly ro Betray her, and ſtays in the 
Vineyard, for the ſame Reaſon the Boar dots, that 
he may have the better Conveniency of Rootzng 
of it up. 1 know how 909 a: Doctrine'13 
mantained in this Diſcourte, but though, likethe 
beſt Phyſick, « be bitter, 1t is wholſome, and 'will 
certainly Cure the Divifions of- the Church , for 
thoy'can have no'\protence to Quarrel Epiſcopacy, 
-ohcephey be perfwaded thatthe Government by 
Biſhops is' Fure Divino. Neither do I believe the 
Notion of Sacriledge will have a better Taſte in 
thar Mouths ;' for :1t will not: be worth whale -t6 

ull dowrithe Biſhops if the Church-Lands cannot 
by ſhared, God Alimghty being the real Proprictor, 
I hope cs little. may convince fome of ther 
Errors, bur if not,” T'am ſure- ie will confirm thoſe 
thar hayc:embracedthe Truth. 
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OU have put an odd task upon Me, in 
" —— judgmentona Letter 
lately ſent to a in Oxon, with a 
Commiſſion to: ſhew it ro my Lord 
Dorſet, and to as many more as own 
_— ro — m—_—_ . 

Poſt-ſcript, and many li 

_—_ "8, "Alone a. The the more 
wiſe and Honeſt Party would make uſe 
of that _ &c. And I know you to be too great a 
Maſter of Reaſon to be unfarisfied, which makes me fear, 
if perhaps I ſhould diſſent in opinion from this Epiſtler, I 
might be thought (atleaſt in his conceit) to incur a 
Cenſure both of Reafon and Honeſty ; which (I confeſs) at 
firſt ſomewhat troubled me, till Iremembred you were wont 
to ſay, That when once Veſlels make ſuch noiſes as theſe, ir 
was a ſhrewd ſign they were empty. He who wrote the 
Letter ſeerns moſt deſirous of Peace, and truly fo am I. Be- 
ſides, we agree in this, That we muſt not commit fin for a 
good Cauſe: So that if it ſelf cannot be obtained with- 
out that guilt, we muſt be content with a worſe Eſtate. Bur 
you very well know, - with how many ſeveral deceits our 
AﬀeCtions can miſlead our Reaſon ; you remember who it 
was that ſaid it to the very face of a Prophet, / have 
kept the Commandments of the Lord: and yet his fin re- 
mained ' a great fin ftill, and 'much the worſe becauſe 
he excuſed it; for his guilc is leſs, that commits a fin 
only, than his that undertakes ro defend it; becauſe rhis 


cuts off all Repentance, nay, it makes a {ina grow up tothat 
| B more 
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more wicked height of a ſcandal ; and foit is not only a 
ſaare to the ſinner himſelf, but it warrants many more to 


be ſinful]. 

Whether this Oxford- Londoner (for ſo I take this Epiſt- 
ler to be) hath not defended or made Apologies for ſig, and 
hath not in that ſenſe done Evi', that Good may come there- 
of, I am now ea make enquiry ;and | ſball follow him in his 
*x.Th Delivering f the Kings fri depwber they ahor 

1.The up of the Kings frien above 
call Evilk Counſellors. - And, E | 

2. In the buſines of the Church. | 

x. For. the Kings fricods he fayes, 7 know nor how you 


ca3 with 


opinion 
ive which this Letter ſpeaks of, belong now fo ex- 
we have cauſe to think it is a doube in this caſe ; 
Whether not only in point of Honour,but in point of Juſtice 
and Conſcience, the King for His own peace, can leave his 
Friends to ſuch men, whom he is bound by fo many grand 
Ties to proteQ. 

Bur this, Sir, I ſhall commit to you to determine ; and if you 
return me a Negative, I ſhall not p—_ queſtion either 
your Reaſon or Honeſty. Nor ſhall I perſwade the Kings 
Friends that they ſhould baniſh themſelves, ualeſs it were 
to do that great favour to the two Houſes of we#minſfter, as 
to keep them from ſome future inhumane AR of Opprefſion 
and B becauſe they ſhall have none left to AQt them on. 

2, For the buſineſs of the Church, which he agaio divides 
into two parts. i. That 


(3) 
f, That of ocarrks wag 

oo of Sacriledge. 

_  Ithies Sir, 1 hall ſpeak with lefs Hefitation, and clearly 
rell '}28" the Epiftler is quite out ; And though you know me 

A honourer of your Profeſſion, yer I cannot hold it fit 

for you to defide caſes of Conſcience, or in humane ARi- 
ons to tell us, what is fin, or not fin : Andi ata eonfidenr, Sir, 
you'will-hot rake chis-ill at my hands. 

1. For Epteopacy, his words are, if I miſtake not (and 
if T dv, I pray you mform me) The Opinion, that the Govern- 
ment s Jure Divino, hath bnt lately been Conn 
renanted in the Charch of England, ad that but by ſome few 
of the more Lordly Clergy. Theſe laſt words makes me 
ſuſpe& ſome paſſion in'the writer, as being in ſcorn-herero- 
fore taken up by men, who for a long time were Schiſins- 
ticks in Heart, and ate now Rebels in rheir Actions. And 
fince the Laws of the Land takes ſome Church-mun Lords, 
I do the mote Matvel, thac the Epiſtler, who ſeerns © Zea- 
lous for the Laws, ſhould be anpry at that. So that though 
_— RO be, thathe has undergone tabours and hazards 
for the Epiſcopal Government ; Yet truly Sir, 1 mult thiak 
that it is then only fit for the Church ro give him thanks, 
when ſhe has dome alt her other bulinebs. 

But grant the Tenent to be but of late countenanced, it 
thence follows trot, that it is any whit the le xrue : For in 
reſpe& of the many tmdred years of abuſe, the Reformation 
was bnt 1ately coontenanced, and yerl rake it for an unqueſti- 
onable truth, that the Zairy ought to have the Cup; And 
though 1 was not defired ro reform the Epiſtters Errors, yet in 
charity Iſhall tell hithhe is out, when he affirms,chat this opi- 
nion was bur of late countenanced in the Church, as I could 
ſhew oar of Archbiſhop wh#est, by Biſhop Bilſon, and di- 
vers" others. And ſince pertmps he might thick theſe to be 
teh of the more LorMy Crerpy, I ihalt neme ohne more who 
frily Ratid for triany, afd who wrote forty years ſince, = 
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moſt excelleat man Mr. Hooker (a Perſon of incomparable 
learning, and of as much modeſty, who, I dare be bold to 
ſay, never once dreamed of a Rocher) he avers in clegrzgrms. 
« There are at thisday in the Church of England,no other than 
« the ſame degrees of Eccleſ1aitical Order ; Namely Bbops, Pre/- 
« þyters and Deacons, who had their beginning from Chrift 
&« and his Bleſſed Apoſtles themſelves ; oras he him- 
« ſelf, Biſbops and Presbyrers are, and by Chriſt himſelf in the 
« Apoſtles, and Seventy, and then Deacons by the Apoſtles. 1 
may add Bucey too (no man I am ſure of the Loooly Clurgy) 
who though he was not Engiiſb born, yet he was 
here in King Edwards time, and wrotegz''and dyed in this 
Kingdom. Biſbops (faith he) are ex perpetua Ecclefparum or- 
dinatione ab ipſis jam Apoſtolis ; and' more, wiſum eſt Spiritui 
ſanto; and fore y, if Biſbops be from the Apoſtles, and from 
the holy Spirit himſelf, they are by Divine Ordination. Nay, 
what think you, if this Tenent be approved by a pkin ARt of 
Parliament? I hope then it wants no Countenancer England 
can giveit, and it needs not fly for ſhelter under _— 
of the Lordly Clergy. You havetheſe words in the 
of Conſecration of Archbiſbops and Biſhops, which is confirmed 
by Parliament: 1t is evident to all men reading holy Scrip- 
ture and Ancient Authors, that from the 4goftles time, there 
have been theſe orders of Miniſters in Chriſts Church, Biſhops, 
Prieſts, a»d Deacons. - And again, the prayer in the form 
of Conſecrating yy _ God, giver of all good 
thing s, which by thy holy Spirit hatt gpanted divers Orders of 
Afiniſters in thy Church ; Mercifully behold this thy Servant now 
called to the work and Miniſtry of a b 
And in the Queſtion to the Perſon to be conſecrated Bibop, 
Are you perſwaded you be called truly to this Miniitration, 
according to the will of the Lord Feſus Chrift, &c. 1 be 
leech you-Sir, conſider, whether theſe w or the Prayer, 
could fall from any man not poſſeſſed with this Tenent, that 
Epiſcopacy is of Divine Right : For if the three Orders my 
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be. found by reading Scripture, with antient Au- 
thors; if men are taught to pray, God by his Spirit hath 
appainted divers in his Church, and this made the 
__ of praying for the preſent Brſbop ; If the Perſon to 
conſecrated mult profeſs, that he. is called according to the 
Will of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt: either all this muſt be nothing 
but on PRgeantry, and then the Parliament mocked God 
by thei tion; or elſe Epiſcopacy is grounded. on 
—_— is appointed by the Spirit of God, 1s according 
to the Will of our Lord Jeſus, and all this hath. not been 
ſaid of late, and countenanced only by ſome, &c. And we 
have the lefs reaſon rodoubt, that this Tenent was countenan- 
ced in this Church of ours, becauſe we find it deſired in thoſe 
parts that have loſt Epiſcopecy. For we are told by Doftor 
Charelton (after Biſhop of Chicheſter, one that writ againſt the 
Arminians) more than twenty-five years ſince, Thar ſitting at 
Dort, he there proteſted in open Synod, that Chriſt ordained 
no Parity, but made twelye Apoſtles the Chief; ſo under 
them the Seventy Diſciples, then 8:ſbops ſucceeded the Twelve, 
and Preibyters the Seventy. Diſciples. He affirmed this 
order — m— an CR = = 

challenged t udgment of any learned man that coul 
ſpeak to the Contrary : Their anſwer was Glence, which was 
tion enough. But after (faith he) diſcourſing with 
divers of the beſt learned of the Synod, He told them how 
necefſary Biſbops were to ſuppreſs the then riſing Schiſms. 
Their anſwers were, That they did Honour & much Reverence 
that good Order and Diſcipline of the Church of Eze/apa, and 
with all their hearts would be glad to have it eſtabliſhed a- 
mongſt them, but that could. not be hoped for in their E- 
ſtate; their hope was, that ſeeing they could not be what they 
deſired, God would. be mercifu ha that did what they 


could.. If they hoped. for mercy to pardon what they did, 
ſure they muſt ſuppoſe that what they did was ſinful na 
they thought their neceſſity it {clf. could not totally _ 

thas 
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that Hi ; for then iMibt paftievlar chere Had been to heed 
of thercy. Not ould they well think _ for _ 
py they _—_ not bur that py yds 
nſtitution, and yet they Were Hot etfty: 
I well ſe how either by bee drome Ar een, hey can xt 
all be taxed either for want of Reaſon ot H 
But this Londorer goes On, 4d proves this Tenent, 6otitH 
not be here countenanced ; for we allowed te 
Proteft1mts of Germany, the Low Countfys, &c. pitt of rhe 
Reformed Carhaick-Chureh, though they had — 
The Reformed Catholic -Church, a 
preffion, juſt like that ſo well known, the Rata For 
Church: which we were wotit ro call a Pop Soleciſite, 
an Univerſal particular. But wee'l forgive him this Slip : 
ay Sence be well worded, yet he has-as iff luck 
ument as ks Expreſſion. For though we ® 
ener Ray that Epiſcopaty is of Divine Right (3. Atkþ. 
vine Inftication ; it eg That he 
Low $ #re tio Proteſtant © or no pdtt of 
the Cathottck itch. I coiild altndft believe, that rhe At- 
thee of this Line with Tele RACRG BOG, yn Sor 
ford makes no ſuch” X | 
of moſt horrid Nature, tha 
leſt: For though tit ofthe Jes wits bud, Miotarieak 
ly bad; yet God erioully | 


Bit of divgee, Na Nay, 10 

ever yet a That the Rimes Church her If, was de- 
come no true part of the Chitth-Cnhwilet ; and yer he 
breaks'a Pat At of Chtits; BYMk- ye all of this. And 
ſhall we be thought to detry the fate Tight tito Chritti 
ans without #iſbyps, when brake but Chriſt's Inftity- 
tiotts? No! Churches they tte, true parts 6f the curbolrt 
Church, but ih point of Ordihation 41d Apoſtolical Gor 
verhment they are 'not: Ant! t6-affirm this, will 'fl hope) 
be thought (1 arh affvired'by Leattied Meh) neither irratie? 

mal nor unhoneſt. He 
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goes 0n— 1 am (origin the King would veuer have 
heve way for Extirpation of Biſhops *n Scotland, #44 he 
conceived them to be Jure Diving. Grant it were ſo; yet 
of all mankind, are Kings opgly bound that they muſt nox 

their opinions ? or if parhaps they have done ill, 
myſt zhey fer their Repentancs be far more reproached than 
RR or their Crimes? 

f would pat have given way to Presbyterians and 
Independents to exercile Religion here in their own way (as 
by his late Engagement) when ſuch a Toleration in the fage 

a diving Law muſt needs be fipful. There is a great mif- 
take in this Argument ; for,to Tolerate, doth not at all ſignif 
either to approve or commend Fact;ons; neither of whicty 
the King could at all do to groſs Schiſmatiques without ſin: 
But it meerly implyes not to puniſh, which Kings may for- 
neade no zult of State, as Paid forhare the puniſh- 
ing of Jobs Myrther (lay, ip Perſon he forbare, t he 
bequeathed irto his Son) : And we our ſelves in our Engliſh 
State, have no t for all kind of lyars, and yet 
their fin is a flat Law divine ; and we ſhould not be 
ſtill vexed with ſa much: Poetical-News, had we SanQtion 
made that might prohibit and puniſh them. And now Sir, 
Iconceive, you think that what the Zoxdozer hath ſaid, in 
this point, amounts to juſt nothing ; yet, ſince you would needs 
enjoyn me, to acquaint you with the ſtate and grounds of 
the Tenent he is pleaſed to deride, I ſhall readily obey you ; 
Fox truly Sir, Ibave ever held you a Gentleman of 2 pious In- 
clination, and am confident you. will welcome Truth for his 
ſake whois Truth, though it ſhould croſs both your gain and 
_ Indeed, this Tenent of Divine right of Epi/copacy hath 

long lince.and of late much years oppoſed ; as on the one 
fide by the Pope and his party in the Council of Trez7,and after 
that by ſome warmer Feſwtes ; ſoon the other fide by Schi(: 


matiques and SeQaries, that call themſelves of the Reforma- 
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"tion. And I remember You and 1 were oft wont to fay, that 
commonly the truth (our Exg/zb Churches Tenents) lay in 
the midſt between thoſe, and did ſeem the more Chriſtian, 

. becauſe they were Crucified oft between two ſuch kind of 
Thieves. We affirm then, Epi/copacy to be of Divine 
Right, (4.e.) of Divine Inſtitution, and that muſt needs im- 
ply a Divine Precept too; for to what end are things inſti- 
ruted by God, bur that it is preſumed it is our part to uſe 
them? To what end ſhould ſome men be appointed to teach 
and to govern, but that it is clearly implyed there are other 
men too, who ought both to hear and them ? He that 
eretts fa Bridge over a broad ſwelling Stream, needs not (you 
will tink) add any expreſs command, that men ſhould wot haz- 
zard drowning by going into the water. Thus when our Ble. 
ſed Saviour made his Inſtitution ofthat great Sacrament the 
Exchariſt, he gave command indeed concerning the Bread, 

-Do this in remembrance, &c. And concerning the Cup, Drink 

-e all of this ; but he gave no expreſs command'to do both rhefe 
together, and yet his Ioftiturion hath been ever held to have 
the Nature of a Command: and fo for One Thouſand Years 
the whole Chriſtian Church did ever praftiſe it, fave onl 
in ſome few caſes, in which men ſuppoſed a kind of neceſh- 
ty. I ſay then, Epiſcopacy is of Divine Right, Inſtituted by 
Chriſt in his Apoſtles; who, ſince they took upon them to 
Ordain and Govern Churches, you need not doubt they re- 
ceived from their Maſter an Authority to do both ; for ſure 
men will not think they will break their own Rules: No 
man takes this upon him, but he that was called of God, as 
Was Aaron. 

Epiſcopacy then was Inſtituted'in the Apoltles, who were 
Biſhops, and aliquid amplixs, and diftinguiſhed by Chriſt him- 
Telf ' from the Sevemry, who were the Presbyters, fo the moſt 
antient Fathers generally: Or, if you will take St. Feroms 
opinion (who neither was a Fiſbop, nor in his angry mocd 
=gy good friend to that order) they were Inſtituted by the 

Apoltles, 
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ſtles, who being Epiſcops & Amplius did in the latter 
ny ze, and bound out that Power which we do 
Rill -call Epyſcopacy, and fo theſe received opinions may 
well ſtand together ; for Epiſcopatus being in Apoſtula- 
tu, tanquam Conſulatus in Dittatura, as the latter and 
Subordinate Power is alwayes in the greater; we may 
truly lay, it was inſtituted by Chrift in his Apoſtles, who 
had E Yeopal Power and more, and then formalized, and 
bounded by the Apoſtles themſelves, in the Perſons of 
Timothy, Titus, and others; fo that call the Epiſcopal Order 
either of Divine Right or Apoſtolical Inftitution, and I 
ſhall not at all quarrel with ic, for Apoſtolical (1 hope ) 
will ſeem Divine enough to Chriſtians: 1 am ſure Clau- 
dins Salmaſins thinks ſo (a ſharp Enemy to the Epiſcopal 
Order) /f (faith he) it be from the Apoitles, it is of Divine 
Right. Thus we find the Power of Ordination and Juriſ- 
diction, to be given to thoſe men alone, for then that Pow- 
er is properly Epiſcopal, when one man alone may execute 
it. St. Paul to T imothy, Lay hands, &c. in the ſingular 
Number, Againſt an Elder recerve not an accuſation wnder two or 
three witneſſes, 1 Tim. 5.19. And then the Text is plain, he 
and he alone might do it. So to Titms, For this cauſe left 1 
thee in Crete, that thou (and thou alone) ſhouldeit ſet in order 
the things that are wanting, and Ordain Elders in every City. 
Where plainly theſe two Powers are given to one Man of 
Government and Ordination,ſo St. Toh to the Seven Church- 
es of Aſia, Rev, 14. where he preſumes all the Governing 
Power to reſide in the Angels of thoſe Churches,and in them 
alone, asall the Antients underſtand it. And hence it is plain 
that though we ſhould yield, that the Apoſtles only did in- 
titute Biſhops; Yet in this Revelation Chriſt himſelf im- 
mediately in his own Perſon, and the Holy Spirit withall 
did both Approve and Confirm them: And the Biſhops 
of thoſe Sees are called Angels by St. Fohn who was born a 
Few, becauſe in Pale#ine their Chicf _— were there _ 
e 
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led their Angels, ard fo this Appeltation Wis raken vp by the 
Apoſtle in thar place, becauſe thoſe were the Chief of thoſe 
hurchts: This trath appears nvt only from dleate Texrs, 
but from the Univerſal Conſent and Praftife of triore than 
One thouſand frove hundred Years ſpace of all the Chriſtian 
Churches ; So that neither St. Jerym nor any other Ancient 
id either hold Orders lawfully given, which were nor give 
a Biſhop, hor atly Church -JuriſdiQion to be lawfully 
Adminiſtred, which was not enher done by their hatds, or 
(at leaſt) by their Deputation. 1 know there are men late- 
ly rikn up eſpecially in the laſt Ceteury, who have col- 
leted and ſpread abroad far other Concluſions, atid that from 
the Authority of Texr it ſelf: But as it is a Maxime in 
Humane Laws, _—_ optima legum mmtrerpyes; So no 
rational man but will eaſily yield, it as well holds in Lawes 
Divine. For I would gladly ask, what better way there 
can be for ititerpreting Texts, than that very ſame meats 
whereby 1 know Text to be Text, to wit, The Conſent 
of the Charch.' Shall I believe, and yer disbelieve that 
ſelf-ame Conſent, which is the beſt ground of my belief? 
This is as 'twere to ſay, that I beheve ſuch a tale for 
the Authors Take, who hath told it, and yer now I dv 
hold the ſelf- fame man to be a Lyar. Men do believe the. 
Teſtimony of Univerſal Confent, in the ſenſe it gives of 
Singular rerms, and why not in the ſeoſe it gives of Sen- 
tences and Propoſitions? Without the help of this Con- 
ſent ( which indeed is the ground of vur DiQtionaties ) 
how ſhall we know that «= ſignifies the ReſurreCti- 
on of the Body, which the Sociniazns art this day deny ? 
And 1 know no ſich way to confute their Errour as by. 
the Authority of: this Conſent. Admit then of that Rule 
that Conſent Univerſal is the beſt interpreter of the Text, 
and then I am fure, that it 1s as clearas true, that Epiſco- 
pacy is. of Divine or Apaſtolical Right. And. that Propo- 
fixion,. There can be_no Ordination without the hands' of a 


Biſhop, 
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Biſhops will clearly. $9gear to be as well grounded as 
There ptiſen without a Lawfal Mini- 
= which yet is good Divinity amoogſt our new Maſters 
in Scotland, and antiquity allowed it, Extre coſum neceſſits- 
th ; For I ask. upon —_— Text- do they ground this 
Rule? 1 - they will ſay upon our Saviours Words, 
Go teach all Nations and Baptize them ; but in the Infti- 
tution of the Excharii#, he fpake thoſe words too, bur 
only ;t0 the Twelve, Drink, &c. Mat. 26: I demand 
then, bow ſhall we know that when our Saviour ſpake 
thoſe words to the Eleven, he ſpake them: oaly as to Law- 
ful ers, but whea he ſake the other ro the Twelve, 
he ſpake them at _ as to them that did repreſent all 
Chriſtian men? So. that though only Miniſters may _y 
tize, yet all C iſtjans may receive the + Perhaps — 
ſay, .that this general feceivipg .the 
the . x :Cor. 11. (and I thinki{d too) -w wr ns om 
to chide the whole Church for their LC ——— the Sacra- 
ekires But if a q qmopelier lunld reply, that he there ſpeaks 
but of the Prezbutery only, many were at that time 
at Corinth, as when in Chep. 5. he: ſeems tachide the whole 
Church for not Excommunicating the Inceftuous Perſon ; yet 
, that he, means none but the men-in Government 
@ heat Presbyteriaps will allow me.) I know not what 
[d be gs but to make it appear out of the Fathers and 
that the whole Chriſtian Church never-rook the 
word in that ſence. And if coftopthe mouth of the con- 
we muſt- be conſtrained to quote the Authority 'of 
Has Conſent, and of the: common prattiſe of Chriſts 
CARE then on you ealily- ſee, that rhoſe two Propoſitions 
faſt onthe ſame. bottom. Therecan be no 
Bape Ce a alawful Miniſter extne caſio neteffitatis, (fot 
fo the Praftiſe and Conſent of Univerſal Church have fill in- 
terpreted thapText. _—_— 'tis true there can beno Ordi- 
nation without the hands of a Biſhop, for ſo thoſe Texts ont of 


Tiny and Titas —— — —_ 
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Ont thoaſand five hundred Years together, by the Conſent © 
the wake Church of Chriſt ak x; w fad y 

Tis rrue that this precept of Chriſt, Go ye,reach all Nations, 
and baptize them, 'rans not in excluſive words, ye ſtles, 
or ye lawful Minifters, and none elſe; yer. extra. ca Ws 'ne- 
eolirani, - none. was/allowed but a lawful' Miniſter * , fo that 
thouph thoſe commands, Ley hands ſnadainly ow no Man, and 
do thow Ordaiw Elders in every City, run not in Yerbit ex- 
claſivis, thou and- none-but thou, or men of thine Order on- 
ly, yet.the Church underſtanding, and Pfeaching them in 
an excluſive ſenſe; no'man for One thouſand five handred Years 
jn any ſerled Church, was held rightly Ordained without 

Nay,tbat there is ſomething Divine in the Epiſcopal 'Otder, 
will appearclearly by this; T hat immediately from the'times 
of Chrift and: his 4 Sr within the reach of thoſe 
$i-Mes, it i y ſpread throughoutthe wholeChtrch'; 
ſo that no man can name a Nation,that was once converted to 
the Chriſtian Faith, but he ſhall ſoon find-there were Biſhops. 
So that there muſt needs have been an Univerſal Cauſe for an 
Eflg& that was ſo Univerſal. . General Council there was nooe. 
abour it, at which all:Chriftians might have met, and might 
thence have obeyed their direQtions : ' -Nor- can any name a 
Power-to which all Chriſtians would ſubmit (forthey were 
ſoonfallen into faftions) but either the Authoriry of Chriſt 
ax his Apoſtles; from them then muſt needsflow the Epifco- 
pal-Oxder,, and at that Fountain I'(hall leave it : 1 fay within 
the-rcach of the Apoſtlestimes, for before St. Jobn dyed; there: 
aje-upon. good Church Records above Twenty-eight Biſhops 
appointed. to their ſeveral Sees,' a6-at Jeruſalem,” Alezandyia, 
Aptioch,. Rome, Epleſas, Crete, Athens," Coloſſe, and divers 
others, ia, Ca/alogue. whereof I Thall be ready 'to attend' you, 
' with, when you ſhall be pleaſed>ro commandit + - 06 

And:hefice it will be;plain, how great a-Cofruption, nay 
bow flaz « fin is brought into Chrifts Church, when Epiſcg-” 
Pacy isthrown down, : and ſo where Ordination ts performed 
Gi. by 
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by any hands without theirs, *tis as groſs as-if tho Leymes 


- ould be allowed to. baptize where: a Presbyrer ftarids by. 


Nay more, *tis as bad; as if the Order of Presbytery ſhould 
be thrown down, that Laymez might Baptize: What is this 
but wilfully to run inzo neceſſity, which may thence create 
an Apongy ? *'Tisa Corruption far worſe, than if a Church 

d audaciouſly attempt ro put down the-Lords day, ſince 


the Obſervation of that time is neicher built ow ſo cleara Text, 


nori'on the help of ſo Univerſal conſent as is the Order of 
Epiſcopacy. So that if men can think it ſinfuF to part with 
the Lords day, though the [aftirution of it be merely Apoſto- 
lical ; they muſt:needs confeſs, that there is at leaſt as much 
ha (nay indeed more) in parting with their Biſhops: And 
then the Oxford Doftrine he-abuſes,and talks of as Tranfmitted 
for Orthodox Truth, will (it ſeems) prove noleſs in earneſt. 

Secondly, For the point of Sacriledge;; and the better to 
clear this, I muſt premiſe theſe direCtions. | 

1. That God accepts of things giyen Him, and fo holds - 
a Propriety as well in the New as -Old Teſtament. 

2. That God 'gets that Propriety in thoſe things He 
holds, as well by an Acceptation of what is -voluntarily 

iven,. as by a Command that ſuch things ſhould ' be pre- 

ted unto Him. | 

3. To invade thoſe things, be- they moveable - or un- 
movable, is expreſ]y the Sin of Sacriledge. 

4+ That this Sin -is not only againſt Gods poſitive, but 
plainly againſt rhe Moral-Law. 

\ For the Fir#, I quote this Text, / red, and ye gave 
me- Meat, /'thirſted, '&c. Mat. 25. If Chriſt do not; Aecept 
of theſe things, He. might fay indeed, That you offered 
Me Meat; but He cannot ay; that you gave it, for a Pre- 
ſent, is then only: to be-called- a Gift, when it is Accep- 
ted as his. own that takes. it. And''doth' He thus accept 
of Meat and Cloathing, . and doth: he not accept of ' thoſe 
kind of Endowments, that bring both thoſe to Perpetuity ? 
Will He take: Meat, . and refuſe Revenues? Doth He like 


(can : 
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(can you imagine) to be Fed and Cloathed to day, and in 
C— be Starved to morrow ? The Men thus provided 
for, He calls no leſs than His Brethren, /» 4 much as you 
heve doe #t, &c. Whether thoſe were of thoſe Brethren 
which He enjoyned to Teach others, or of thoſe He would 
have inſtructed, the Text then doth not decide: Wirh- 
out doubt it niuſt be meant of both, for 'twere a i 
thing to Afirm, That Chriſt likes it extream well, to 
Fed and Cloathed in all thoſe He calleth His, but only in 
the Twelve and Seventy, But to put it out of doubt, That 
what is done to theſe, is done to Him too, His own words 
are very clear, He that receiveth you, receiveth Me ' (you 
Teaching Diſciples) in the work of the Goſpel, when He 
ſends them forth to Preach; and that Reception implys* all 
ſuch kind of Proviſion, as mO—_—_ throughout the whole 
Tenour of that Chapter. Lg I quote that fo well 
known paflage of Ananias, Saphirs his Wite, A4&s 5. 
His Sift was, he kept part of the Price of thoſe Lands he 
had given to God, for the publick uſe of Chriſt's Church ; 
they were given to God, and 'tis as plain God did accept 
them. For St. Peter (you know, thus reproves him, hy 
haſt thou Lyed, or why haſt 1how deceived the Holy Ghoitf 'Far 
ſo +a doth properly import ; #hy do# thow ſo cheat hins 
of what is now his proper Right? And again, Thou haſt not 
Lyed unto Men, but unto God, ver. 4. And is this {6 e 
a thing? Are our Lyes to be accounted Sins before God ? 
Yes, All againſt God, as a'Witneſs and a Judge, but not 
all as a Party: And ſo this is a more remarkable, a .more 
ſignal Lye. Thou haſt not Lyed to Man, a Negative of 
Companſon, not ſo much to-Man, as to God ; what's done 
to them is ſcarce worth the naming : But thou haft Lyed 
to God as a Witneſs, and. a Judge, and a Party coo: Thou 
haſt Lyed, and robbed God by Lying, and ſo run thy ſeit 
into a moſt — — ll —_ —_ 
ament : So the Fathers ully expound : p 
.of the Greek and Latine Church; and affirm, his Crime 
Was 
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wus + robbing of God of that Wealth, which by Vow'or 
was now become God's Propriety ; fo the modern 
- {0 Calvin, Sarum efſe Deo ofitebatar , and 

Beta, Predium Deo conſecraſſent ; and he that will not be- 
lieve ſo univerſal Conſent in the [nterpreting of a place 
of Scripture, ſhould do well to conſider, whether on the 
fame Ground (as I rold you before) he may not be brought 
to doubt of his Diftionary (for that's but univerſal Con- 
ſent) he may as well almoſt doubt, whether +> ſignify God, 

and alropether as well, whether io«112«- ſignify the Goſpel. 
The New-Tefte-ment will afford more places for that pur- 
poſe, Rom. 2. 22. 7 hou that abhorreft dots, committe# thou 
Sarritedge ? *Tis true, theſe words are ſpoken, as to the 
Perforrof an unconverted Few ; and may berherefore thought 
to Aim only at thoſe Sins which were againſt the Law 
of Mofes : But do but view Str. Pan's way of Arguing, and 
you ſhall find quickly ay come home to us too. He 
there tells the Jew, that he Taught others thoſe things which 
yet he would not do himſelf; and he ſtrives to make this 
pood, by three ſeveral Inſtances: Firſt, Thou that Preacheſt 
s Man ſbould not ftea/, doſt thon teal? Secondly, Not com- 
mit Adultery, doft thou commit Adultery ? In both which, "tis 
plain, that the Jew he dealt with, did the ſame thing he 
reprchended ; and ſtraitway the Third comes, Thou that ab- 
horreſt 1dols, do# thow commit Sacriledge? So that hence will 
follow (if St. ' Pan/"'s words have any Lyogick in them) that 
theſe two Sins are of the ſelf-ſame nature too; and that to 
cominit Sacriledge, is a breach of the ſame Law as to com- 
mir ldolatry : So that this Crime will appear without all 
doubt, a plain Robbing of God. For he that Steals from 
Men, yea, though a whole Community .of Men, yet he 
Sins but againſt his Neighbour, tis bat an offence agaiaſt 
the ſecond Table of the Law : Bur Sacriledge layes hold 
on thoſe things which the Latine Laws call Bona nullins, 
it ſtrikes down right- immediately at God; and inthat re- 
gard no Idotatry can can.do it; tis a breach of —— 
able 
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Table of the Law ; and both theſe Crimes are ly-buile 
on the ſelf-ſame contempt of God. The Offender in both 
kinds, the Idolater, and che Sacrilegious Perſon both think 
meanly of Him. The firſt conceives He will Paticatly 
'Jook on, while His Honour is ſhared to an Idol ; the 0- 
ther imagines He will be as unconcerned, though His Goods 
be ſtolen to His Face. This was, without doubt, the Seace 
of all the ancient Church ; for upon what Grounds could 
they profeſs they gave Gifts to God, but only that 
they preſumed, That God was, pleaſed to Accept them. 
So ſaith Irenews, we offer wnto God our Goods, in to- 
ken of Thankfulneſs. So Origen, By Gifts to God, we acknow- 
ledge him Lord of All. So the Fathers generally : So E 

rors and Kings: So CHARLES the Great, To God we offer, 
which we deliver to his Church, in his well known Capitulary ; 
and our own K#ngs have ftill ſpoken in this good Old Chri- 
ſtian Language; we have Granted fo God, - ws, and our 


Heirs for ever, that the Church of England ſball be free, 


and heve Her whole Rights and Liberties inviolable : They are 
the firſt words of our Magnes Charts; Þer whole Rights 
and Liberties ; words of a very large Extent, that imply far 
more than Her Subſtance, and yet theſe, and all theſe Lands, 
Honours, and Juriſdiftons, all theſe have been given to God ; 
yea, and frequently confirmed by the publick AQts of this 
Kingdom.And if An4nias might thus promiſe,8& yer Rob God ; 
I beleech you Sir conſider,whether Exglaxd may not do ſo too. 

For the Second, *tis plain in the Text, That God dit'as 
much take the os x: to be His, as He did the Jews Tythes 
and Offerings ; theſe laſt indeed were His by ſpecial and ex- 


preſs Law and Command, 2 Sam. 7. but the Temple was the 


voluntary deſign of King David, and the voluntary work of 
King Solomon, Nay, Godexprelly tells David, That He had 
been ſo far from Commanding that Houſe, that He had not ſo 
much as asked this Service. - And therefore St. Pal, in his 
Apology, tells the Jews, Neither againſt the Laws af the Jews, 
wor againſt the Temple, have 1 offended any thing, At. 2 5. 8. 
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in For he might in ſome cauſe offend againſt the Temple, and 
th yet not againlt the Law : Notwithſtanding God leads as 
ik much for his Temple in the Prophet H2g i,as he doth in Mz 
ly 
Q- 


lachi, for his Tythes and Offerings. In this, his words are— 
I; M.1 3.8. 


Te have robbed me in Tythes 1nd Offerings. In the other 
it tim? for you, O ye, to dvell in cieled horſes, and this houſe lie Hagg.1 4. 
and waſte ? Therefore ye have ſown much, and bring in little ; ye eat, —q _ 
1d but ye have not enough. And to atfirm in the New Teſtament, 
that God doth accept of meat,drink, and cloathing as is plain; 


- of money, for which the Land was fold, as in the caſe of An«- 
"4 nizs : And yet hedoth not accept of Land it ſelf, is fo contra- 
_ ry to all reaſon, ſo contrary to the pratice not only of the 
hriſtian, but of the Hearhen world ; ſo contrary to what 
»4 God himſelf hath expreſſed in the Old Teſtament , and nd 
” where recalled in the New'; that he which can quiet Con- 
P' ſcience with ſuch Conceits as theſe, may / I doubt not ) at- 
wad tain to the diſcovery of ſome Evaſions, which, in his Con- 
64 ceit, may palliate Murther or Adultery 3 or to think thoſe 
*y Poſſeſions are indeed Gods which he commands, but not thoſe 
_ which he accepts, is to uſe God fo, as we would neither uſe 
5 our ſelves, nor our Neighbours : For no Man doubts,but that's 
| as properly mine which I accept, as what I attain to by my 
Cp own perſonal Acquiſition, be it by a juſt way, by Study , by 
© Merchandize, cc. 
1. For the Third : Sacriledge is then committed, ( lay the 
. Schools and Caſuiſts, and they ſpeak in their own Profeſſion ) 
2, Quando reverentia rei Sacre d:bita violatur;, when we violate gn, 2, 
" the Reverence due to a thing Sacred , by turning it into a Ads 1. 
es thing Profane, fo that this Violation may be committed either 
oo per furtwn, ſtriftly fo taken, by ſtealing a thing moveable ; 
= or, per plazium, by ſtealing of a ; or, per imvaſionem, by 
0 ſpoiling Men of Lands or things immoyeable : For. as any one 
ay of thele done againſt our Neighbour, is, no doubt, in Scri- 
a pture-phraſe Theft, a Sin againſt the Eighth Precept ; ſo dong 
his againſt God, *tis no doubt a Sacriledge, and a breach of the 
WS, Table, be it againſt the Firſt or Second Commandment , I 
or ſtand not now todiſpute.Thus the word in theNewTeſtament 
D tO 
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to expreſs this. Sin, is isgoe, from nan, prede, or [palm 
ſo that Sacriledge is nor only to be defined by Stealth ſtriftly 
taken, but "tis adepredation,, a ſpoliation of Things conſecra- 
ted; and (o the word extends it {elf as properly (it not more) 
to Lands, as to Things moveable. d hence Aguin is 
plain, That Sacriledge reaches our its proper ſenſe- Ad ea 
que deputata ſunt ad ſnſtentationem miniſtrorum, ſive mobilia,ſive 
immobilia : For *rwould be very ſtrange to affirm, That in the 
facking of Jeruſalem, Nebuchadnezzar was facrilegious, when 
he tranſported the holy Veſlels ; but not at all, i he burat 
the Temple. 

For the Fourth : Common Reaſon hath taught all, even the 
Pagan Nations, to hold Sacril a Sin; ſo that Lattantins 
obſerves, (and he was well read in humane Learning ) and 
therefore choſen Tutor to a Son of Conſtantine the Great : In 
omni Relig ione nibil tale ſine wvindifa ; God will remarkably 
revenge this Sin, not only in the true, but amongſt Men of 
the moſt falſe Religions. And *rwere eafie to ſhew, That no 

et 
po 


Nation did eves yet adore a God, but they thought he did ac+ 
cept them, and poſſeſs himſelf of ſome ſubſtance ; I omit 
thoſe Proofs that would be thought too tedious, *tis enough 
to = the Prophet's words which he ſpeaks to the Jews. 
Wikl a man rob God ? Tet ye have robbed me, Malachi 3. 8. 
A Man, = man, though an Amorire, or a meer ——_ oY 
Pagan, ( that muſt be the ſenſe) will not do that to his god, 
which you Jews do to Me : For the Law written in his heart, 
( and he can go By no other) that Law controlleth this Of- 
fence, and ſo _ tells him, that becauſe his God may be 
robbed, or de po , he may therefore have a Property. And 
if Sacriledge be a Sin againſt the Law Moral, *twill follow, 
That what we read in. the Old Teſtament againlt that Sin, 
muſt be as Moral ( and that whereby we Chriſtians are as 
much ebliged) as what we read againſt Theft or Adultery : 
fave oaly theſe es which are peculiarly gon r unto the 
policy of the Jews, and we may let them go for Fadicial. 


Theſe DireCtions premiſed, Ireturn to this Epiſt/er , who 
conceives it no Sacriledge to take away Church-Lands. _ 
- mmm NY 
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' = Nr do I ( faith he ) 2 my Opinion barely pow 
the frequent prattice of former Irmes not only upon Atts of Pars 
liament, ( in the Times of Queen Elizabeth, King James, and 

King Charles, if you have not forgotten the exchange of Dur- 
ham-houſe, as well as Hen. 8.) but even by the Biſhops themſelves, 
&c. 

He will not ground his Opinion upon bare Ds and indeed 
he hath little reaſon for it ; for if from a frequent praftice of 
fin, we mizhr conclude it were no in,we might take our leaves 
of rhe Decalogue, and (as our New Maſters do) put it out of 
our DireQory, becauſe our intent is to fin it down. And there- 
fore I ſhall fay no more of ſuch Laws of He», 8. than I would 
of Dav:Os Adultery, that it is noground at all to make Men 
buld with other Mens Wives. Queen E/;zaberh made a Law, 
'Y you have told me, Sir, forl _ nothing in this kind but 

rom you) That Biſhops might not alienate thejr Caſtles, 

Mannors, &c. but only to the Crown: Bur if ſhe ſometimes 
took order that Chirchrhen ſhould not be — / till they 
had firſt made ſuch*&Kenations,' ( as I have oft heard you fa 
ſhe did ) I know not how to'defend it, bur muft withall tell 

ou, That if Prince or Subje&ts reſolve to ſell che Church Pre- 
erments, it is great odds but in a Clergy confiſting of Ten 
thouſand Perfons, hy ſhall have Chapmen for them. For 
King James, I muft highly com that rioft Chriſtian 
Prince, you ſay amongſt his firſt Laws took away that of 
Queen Elizabeth. Nor can I well tell when this Ep;fler doth 
uote King Charles for this purpoſe, unleſs it were only for the 
Alienation of Tyrk-houſe ; but I muft inform him that that AQ 
was lawful, becauſe it was for the advantage of that Archi- 

_— See, there being clear Text for it, that the Lewites 
themſelves might change that which was theirs by Divine 
Law, fo they gained by Permutation ; and this Anſwer will 
ferve for what King Ghorles did about Durhap-houſe. 

- Buthe thioks it an Argument——That by the Biſhops them- 
ſelves, Deans anil Chapters, ſuch things were done, Aljenations 
were wade, long Leaſes were grauted. | o 
True, Sir, for theſe Clergymen _ but Men, and their fins 

2 can 


_ judgment ; and yet S«binws in his Book: de Furti, (a Man of 
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can no more abrogate Law, than can the Sins of the Layety ; 
yet I could name you Churchmen of great Note, who totall 
refuſed to be preterred by.that Queen to any Biſhoprick at all 

uſe they would by no means ſubmit their Conſcience to 
the baſe AQ of ſuch Alienations, and one of them was Biſhop 
Andrews. I could tell you too, that thoſe long Leaſes he ſpeaks 
of, had one cauſe more than the Marriage of the Clergy ; for 
when they faw a Stool of Wickedneſs ſet. up, of ſacrilegious 
Wickednelſs, that imagined Miſchief by a Law ; ſome, not the 
moſt Men, thought-it tit ro make thoſe long Leaſes , that the 
Eſtate of the Church might appear more poor, and fo the 
leſs ſubjeCt unto Harpies, and then their hope.was, that at the 
length: (at leaſt after many Years ſpent ) it might return 


whole unto the Succeſlors. 


He goes On — But to deal clearly with you, Sir, I do not un- 
derſtand how there can be any Sacriledee, (properly fo called) which 
is not «Theft, and more, viz. « Theft of ſomething. dedicated to 
Holy Vſe, ' ( a Communion Cup, for, inſftance, or the like) and 
Theft, you know, muſt.' be of things muagregble, even by the Civil 
Law; and how Theft can be of, Lands .or Sacriledge by. alienating 
Church-Lands, I pray. ask your Friend Holbarne, and his Fellow. 


L awyers, for ours. here deride ws for the Queſtion? ——- 


Tr ſeems they, are, very merry, at Loxdon, or at leaſt this 
Epiſtler thinks fo ;; for being Winners, he might perhaps. con- 
ceive they make themſelyes pleaſant with a Feather ; and thar 
this Argument 15 as lighta thing,appear'd before by my 3! An- 
{wer. For can any: man think (in earneſt ) that 'tis Sacri- 
ledge ( and ſo a Sin) to take away a Cup from a Church, but 
*tis none to take away a Mannor? As.if Abb had been indeed 
a Thief,. had he robbed Naborh of his Grapes ?” But A, wget 


'too harſh when he talked to that good King, becauſe he only 


took away: his Vineyards, Indeed: there is ſuch a Nicety in 


the Civil Law, that 4#io Fats hies only againſt him that hath 
ſtolen Rem Mobilem.; for Juſtinian (ut ſeems) in the.Com- 


poſition of his Digeſts, (which he took. from. the, writing-of 
the old Juris Prudentis ) thought it fit to follow Ulpray's 


Note 


= 
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Note among(t thoſe Men) was known to be of another Opi- ge. 1. ir. 


nion 
fieri Furtum., IT would gladly know of this Epi#er , whether 
he thinks all Men, both Divines and others, bound to frame 
all the Phraſes of their Speech, according to the Criticiſms 
of the Civil Law, as it is now put out by J«{tinian ? If nor, 
why may not ſome uſe the word Furrzum in Sabinus's ſenſe, as 
well as others may in UV/p:4n's, and then Sacriledge may be 
properly a Theft, and as _ in immoveables; or if we 
muſt needs ſpeak in your ſenſe whom Juſtinian hath approved, 
I do not well ſee na; a Man.can ſpoil the Church of her 
Lands, and at the Civil Law '{cape an Attion of Theft ; for it 


Non tantim rerum moventium. Sed fundi & ediun |. ult. 


lies againſt him that takes the Trees, Fruits, and Stones. And F.1. v. 1 


T am confident there's no Church-Robber, but he intends to 
make uſe of thoſe kind of Moveables ; otherwiſe, what good 
will his Church-Land do him? And if he make thisuſe, a 
Thief he is in the Civil Law Phraſe ; and then in the ſenſe of 
_ Epiſtler himſelf, he is without doubt a ſacrilegious Per- 
on. , 

But where (I wonder) did the Londoner learn that Fur- 
tum ſtrict: Sumptum, was that genus of Sacriledge ? So that 
where there is no Theft in the Civil Law fenſe, there is none 
of this kind of Sin. I am fure tis neither intimated by the 
| Greek, nor Latine word, nor (I believe ) delivered by an 
yarned Author on this Subje&t: So that I muſt ſet down an AE 
Tſertion, and ( 1 conceive well grounded too) point blank 
againſt this Londoner, and affirm there may be a Sacriledge 
properly ſo called, whchis not a Theft in the Civil Law ſenſe ; 
whuch has been proyedinthe 3% Aſertion,and need not trouble 
Sir R. Holborne, (that learned Gentleman may have other buſt- 
nef ) nor his Fellow-Lawyers: For I doubt not there are 
enough beſides who will here ſmile at this paſſage , and wil 
think that this. Epifler hath met with a Civil Law Quirk, 
which he knew not well how to. wield : But, to fay truth, 
he deals. clearly with the DoCtor , and tells him, that for 
his particulax,, he doth not yet underſtand , which for 
my part I do believe, and do only wonder , that he —_ 
aug 
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lavgh at another, in a Point he could no better fatisfie him 


He goes on —— The hyre of 4 Labourer at moſt 4s fitting main- 
tenance, is all that canbe challenned. 

But the Maintenance muſt be honourable, or elſe we Chri- 
ſtians, uſe God like no other Men, far worſe, I am ſure, than 
do Pagans, And when ſuch a Maintenance hath been once 
given in Lands, the Acceptarion of it will ſoon make the Gifr 
immoveable ; ſo that it ſignifies little, ro ſay the Apoſtle had 
no Lands, for they who had the Money for Lands fold, might 
(no Man will doubt ) have ſtill kept the Lands, had they li- 
ked them : But the Church being in Her Perſecution,the Diſ- 
ciples were to flie, and Lands, we know, are no moveables. 
And *twere very ſtrange, if not ridiculous, to affirm, that 
Ananizs and his Wite [inned, in taking back what they had 
promiſed ; but if in Specre they had given thoſe Lands, they 
might have revoked that Gift without Sacriledge. 

e proceeds — (Which I mention, to avoid the groundleſs Ar- 
guments upon the Lands and Portions allotted to the Tribe of Levi 
by God's appointment, t0 whom our Miniſters have ng Suc- 


lon. 

Our Miniſters challenge nothing which belonged to the 
Tribe by Levitical Right, but where things are once given to 
God for the uſe of his Miniſters, they there get a moral in- 
tereſt ; and what we read of this kind in the Old Teſta- 
ment, doth as much oblige Chrittians, as if it were in the 
New. - 

And then *twill follow, that they enjoy your Lands by the 
ſame Law of the State as others do, and muſt be fubjeft to 
that Law which alone gives ſtrength to their Title. - Our 70- 
to Clo ! Have Churchmen no Title ro thoſe Poſſeſſions th 
enjoy, but by the Law of this Land alone ? Yes, befides theſe, 
they have Chriſt's Acceptation, and ſo they are become theirs 
by Law Evangelical ; their Lands are God's own Propriety, 


and fo ——_— from him by the Law moral coo. Ang 
though by the new Conſtitution of the Laws of the 

Ettares in Fee ſimply, and ſo may alienate, 
with- 


therefore 
Land, they hold 
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without puniihment from the Law of England ;: yet they can- 
not do it without guilt of Sin, as being a breach of the Law 
Evangelical and Moral, except then only when they better 
themſelves by ſome gainful, ar leaſt not hurtful Permutation. 
Beſides, were this Argument good, it would oaly follow, that 
the Clergy by their own, yet might alienate their Lands, but 
none elſe without their conſent. And I conceive it would not 
now prove fo ealie a task to bring Churchmen to ſuch an 
Alienation : But the Parliament may do ir. 

For ( faith he) I am ſare it will be granted, that (by 
the Laws of this Nation ) whoſoever hath Lands or Goods , hath 
them with this unſeparable condition of limitation, ( viz.) that 
the Parliament may diſpoſe of them, or any part of them, at their 


pleaſure. 
This you have told me, Sir, is ſtrange Doftrine : For nei- 


ther the Parliament (I hope he means the =_ in Parliament) 


doth this, as being the Supreme Power, or as being Repreſen- 
rative, and ſo including the conſent of the whole People of 
England. If as being the Supreme Power, it will follow that 
any abſolute Prince may as lawfully do the like ; and yet this 
hath ever been held Tyrannical in the Greet Turk, as being 
againſt the Rules of all Juſtice and Humanity. Indeed S4- 
awucl tells the I aelites, That fince they would needs change 
their Theocracy, the immediate Government of God himſelf, 
though it were into a Monarchy, the beſt of all humane Go- 
verrments. Their Kings ſhould take your Sons, and your 
Daughters,their Fields and their Vineyards, &<c. and they thall 
cry, and find no help. Yet the beſt Divines think this would 
be molt ſinful and moſt unjuſt in thoſe Kings, and expreſly 
againſt the Law of M;/-s, who grants to every Man his Pro- 
priety : only the Prophet avers it hould not be puniſhable in 
him, they ſhould have no remedy, fince being the Supreme 
Power, it was in no Subjects vant to judge him. So if the 
Kings in Parliament ſhould take away the Church-Lands, 
there is (1 confeſs) no reſiſtance ro be made, though the ACt 
were inhumanely ſinful : or elſe the Parliament doth this , as 


repreſenting the whole People, fo including their __— 
| 'or 
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( For they who do conſent, can receive no injury.) And then 
I underſtand not which way it can now at all touch the Cler- 
gy, who are neither to be there by themſelves, nor yer ( God 
knows ) by Repreſentation. Or if again they were there, I 
would gladiy know what Burgeſs, or what Knight of a Shire, 
nay, what Clerk or Biſhop do repreſent Chriſt, (whoſe Lands 
theſe are )) and by vertue of what Depuration ? Or dol1 believe 
that any SubjeCt intends to give that Power to him that re- 
preſents him in Parliament, as to deſtroy his whole Eſtate, ex- 
cept then only when the known Laws of the Land make him 
liable to ſo high a Cenſure ? 

But grant this Dotrine were true in Mens Lands, yet ſure 
it will not hold in Gods: For fince i= Magn! Charti (that has 
received by Parliament at leaſt Thirty Conhirmations ) the 
Lands wenow ſpeak of are given to God, and promiſe there 
made, that the Church,Her whole Right and Liberties ſhould 
be held inviolable. Surely the Kingdom muſt keep what ſhe 
hath thus promiſed to God, and muſt not now think to tell 
Him of implied Conditions or Limitations. For *twere a 
ſtrange ſcorn put upon Him, that Men ſhould make this grand 
promiſe to their Maker, and then tell Him, after ſo many hun- 
dred years, that their meaning was, to take it back at their 
pleaſure. I believe there's no good Pay a» that will not bluſh 
at this dealing, and conclude, That if Chriſtians may thus 
uſe their God, without doubt he js no God at all. 

Hence it is ((aith he) they ſometimes diſpoſe ſome part in Subſi- 
dies, and other Taxes, the Parliament diſpoſes part of Mens 
Eftate in Subſidy, and without their conſent, Ergo it may diſpoſe 
of all the Church-Lands, though the Churchmen themſelves ſhould 
in down-right terms contradi@ it, 

Surely, Sir, this Account is neither worth an Anſwer , nor a 
Smile : For I am ſure you have oft told me, That the Parlia- 
ment in Juſtice can deſtroy no Man's Eſtate, though private ; 
or if upon neceſſity it may need this or that Man's Lands for 
{5me Publick Uſe, yet the Court is bound in Juſtice to make 
that Man amends. Subſidies, you ſay, were impoſed Salvo 
contenento ; 10 that a Duke may ſtill live like a Duke X _ a 

\ : entle- 
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Gentleman like a Gentleman. Is not ſo with tle Clergy too ? 
By your own conſent indeed, and not otherwiſe, they are often 
impoſed, and payed by them ; but if they are burdens, which 
they may bear Salvo contenento, they are payed not out of 
God's Propriety, by alienating his Lands, but out of the U/as 
Fruttus they receiv'd from God, and ſo the Name doth go on 
to their Succeſfors. Sothat to infer from any of theſe Ulages, 
that the Lands of Biſhops, Deans and Chapters, may be whol- 
ly alienated from the Church, is an Inference that will prevail 
with none but rhoſe, who being led by ſtrong paſſions that it 
ſhould be ſo, make very little uſe of the Realon. 

He proceeds —— Now hence comes the miſtake, by reaſon there 
is not (uch an expreſs Condition or Limitation in the Deed of Do- 
nation, ( which ſhould ſilence all diſpute ) wherein it i as clear 
as truth, that where any thing is neceſſarily by Law implied, *tis as 
much as if" in plain terms expreſſed, 8c, 

No marvel if ſuch Conditions be not. expreſſed in Bene- 
fators Deeds of Donation, becauſe it will make ſuch pious 
Deeds moſt impiouſly ridiculous : For who would not biuſh 
to tell God, that indeed he gives him ſuch Lands, but yet with 
very clear intent to revoke them ? And what Chriſtian will 
ſay, that ſuch an intent is tacitely there, which were Impiety 
to expreſs? Nay, it is apparently clear, by the Curſes added by 
ſuch Donors upon thoſe who ſhall attempt to make void their 
Gifts, that their meaning was plain, that ſuch Lands ſhould 
remain Gods. For ever by Magna Charts theſe Gifts are con- 
firmed unto the Church of Enzland, ( She ſhall have all Her 
whole Rights and Liberties inviolable) and yet is there a ta- 
cite condition in that ſelf-ſame Law that they may be violated? 
No marvel if with us, Men cannot truſt Men, if God himſelf 
maſt not truſt our Laws; and if. that Charter, or any elſe 
made by ſucceeding Princes, do indeed confirm fuch Donati- 
ons, (as without all doubt they do ) ſure -they muſt confirm 
them 1n the ſame Senſe wherein the Donors made them , for 
is do all other Confirmations. I fay in this cafe of a total 
Diſioheriſon, there cannot be in Law any ſuch tacite Conditi- 
ons,or Limitations,as the Epiſtler ſpeaks of ; for I have ſhewed 
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you ſuch to be tyrannical and junyuſt 1 2 private SubjeR's 
Eſtate, therefore 1n Gods the i unjuſt, becauſe 
we are fure he roandery, 42-4. and the. tyranaical and unjuſt 
meaning cangot be called the meaning of the Law. 

The Letter goes 0n—— Beſides, it were ſomemhat ſtrange,that 
the Donors of the Land ſbould preferve them in the hands of the 
Biſhops from the power of the Parliament, which they could not do: 
in their own, and grue them to a greater and farer Right than they 
had themſelves. | 

The Lay-Donor might preſerve them thus in-his own hands, 
ſuppoſe him but an honeſt Perſon ; for though a Parliament 
may impun? diſinherit ſuch an innocent Man, yet they camnot 
do it juſtly, and fo in this regard, both the Donor and they are 
{you ſee ) in the very ſame condition. Beſides, ris no ſuch 
very ſtrange thing for the felf-ſame Right (as a Right ſuppoſe 
a Fee-{imple) to become more ſure in his hand that takes it, 
chan it ever was in his hand that gave it. For though the 
Right it ſelf be ſtill the ſame Right, (for Nemo dat quad now 
habet ) yet by Gift it may come into a ſtronger hand, and ſo 
by this means that ſelf-ſame Right may become the ſtronger. 
And ſure with us, God's hands ſhould be more ſtronger than 
Man's : Nay hence, as ſome think, Lands given to the Church, 
were {aid to come 1n manum mortuam, as 'twere a dead hand, 
that parts with nothing it hath once cloſed upon. 

And why the Epifler ſhould call this a ſtrange thing, I do 
not yet ſee the reaſon, becauſe *tis always fo when any' one 
BenefaQor doth by vertue of a Morrmayae, convey his Land 
to any kind of Corporation. 

Again——Nor da 1 underſtand their meaning, who term God. 
the Proprietary of the Biſhops Lands, and the Biſhops the Ulu 
Fruftuarii. 

I conceive I have made this plain, becauſe fuch Lands were 
firſt offered to God, ,and become his own Propriety,by hisown 
Divine Acceptation. And if the Dowminiam ad rectum of _ 
do once reft in God, the Dominum utile, the Uſu fruttus only 
is left a Patrimony to the Clergy. 


But 
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But he adds a Reaſon” —— For I knaw not hov ( in propriety 0 
ſpeech ) God. is move entitled to their Lands , thas to his whole 
Creation. mo OETES | 

Here the Epiſftley ſpeaks our; for truly, Sir, T fear this 
Lawyer, your Friend, 1s little better than an Independant : 
For has God no more Title ( in propriety of y__ ) to one 
piece of ground than another ?. No more to a Church,no more 
ro a place where a Church is built, than where Men have pla- 
ced a Stable ? Our Englith Homilies, which are mel by 
Law, cry dowa this groſs piece of Azabap:i/m. *Tis true, 
God all things, and ſo the whole World is moſt juſtly 
his, by that great work of Creation : But yet the P/a/mif's 
words are as true, The earth hath h2 given to the children of 
men. $0 as that great God is well content to receive back 
what Men will give him, and this acceptance of his muſt 
needs in all reaſon make thoſe things his more particularly. 
Thus Chriſt calls the Temple, My Fathers Houſe : *Twas 
Gods, and Gods more peculiarly ; not only by the right of 
Creation, but” of Donation. Thus Lands given to God are 
his, and his more peculiarly; fo that his Prieſts and his Poor 
being ſuſtdined by them, he calls it in a more peculiar man- 
ner, his meat, and his drink, and his cloathinzg. And then , if in 
point _ p——_ with Gad, there be a great difference be- 
twixt feeding his Prieſts, and feeding them that do him no 
ſervice, there muſt needs be as much difference betwixt Lands 
ſet out ro that Sacred Uſe, and Lands of a meer common em- 
ployment. | 

He gives a ſecond Reafon — Were Clergymen the Uſu 
Fruftuarii, how come they ta change, diſpoſe ,and = the propriety 
of «ny thing, which an Ufit FrufQtuarii cannot doand yet is done hy 
them daily? | oo 

Yes, they may change or diſpoſe, or alter many kinds of 
rhinfs, (for ſo, without doubt, may an U/« FrufFnerii do ) fo 
that he wtong not his Lord, by an Abuſe done to his Proprie- 
3 "Thins, he, may change hls Carn into Cloathing , or his 

oolf into.Books, Nay, he nay alter the very Propriety of 
his Poſſeffions too, if he haveexprelſs leave of his Lord. = 
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God himſelf did tell Levi, that he was well content that men 
ſhould alter ſome things that belonged unto him , fo that it 
were to that Tribes advantage. | 

The Letter goes on — As& then by what Divine Law St. Ma- 
ry*s Church in Oxon may not be equally employed for Temporal 
Vſes, 4s fer bolding the Vicechancellor*s Court, the Univerſity, 
Convocation, or the yearly Atts ? 

He might as well have asked, Why not for Temporal Uſes as 
for Te.nporal Uſes; for if theſe he means be not fo, his Argu- 
ment 1s naught ; andif they be fo, it is not well put down. 
His meaning ſurely was, for other Temporal Utes, as well as 
for theſe. And truly, Sir, to put a Church to any ſuch kind 
of uſe, is not to be defended ; and therefore I excuſe not the 
Univerſity, eſpecially She having had at leaſt for a good time 
ſo many large places for theſe meetings : Yet ſomething may 
be faid for the Vicechancellor's Court, becauſe *cis partly Epil- 
copal ; ſomething for the AQ,at leaſt i» Comit;zs, becauſe *tis 
partly Divinity ; but I had rather it ſhould receive an amend- 
ment, than an excuſe, though it follow nor neither, .that be- 
cauſe this Church is ſometimes for ſome few hours abuſed, 
therefore it may be always ſo; as if becauſe ſpmerimes it is 
=_ a prophane Church, therefore fic *twere no Church at 
all. | 

He proceeds — And for the Curſes, ( thoſe bugbcar words ) 
T could never yet learn, that an unlavfal Curſe was any prejudice 
but to the Author, of which” fart theſe Curſes, muſt, beg which re» 
ſtrain the Parliament, or any other, from exerciſing a lawful and 
undeniable Power, which, in inſt ances would ſeem wery ridiculous, 
if any Curſe ' ſhould prejudice _another lavful Right , 1 aw 
rk ſuch Curſes bave no warrqut . from the. Lon, of God, or this 

ation. 

No warrant from the Law.-of God ? F conceive there 1s a 
very clear one, and Our Mother the Church, ends. it, to 
the uſe of Her Sons, -jn the expreſs words of the, Communa- 
tion, Curſed be he rhat removes the marks of. his Neighbours 
Lanis, and all the People ſhall ſay, Amen. If the- be accurſed 
that wrongs his Neighbour in_his Lands, what ſhall hs 

| 
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that injures his God ? If a Curſe light on him, and a publick 
Curſe, ( confirmed by Amer, made by all the le) who 
.removes bur the mark whereby his Neighbours are 
diſtinguiſhed, ſure og"—_ Curſe may be annexed by a Bene- 
factor unto his Deed of Donation, in caſe Men ſhould rob 
__ Lands themſelves that have been given to their 
Maker. 

That fuch Curſes reſtrain the Parliament in their undeni- 
able Right, is (you have told me) but a great miſtake : For 
though the Parliament may impunt ( which in ſome caſe is 
called lawful) take away Church Lands, yet the Church it 
ſelf cannot do it juſtly without a Sin, and that a greater Sin, 
than removing a Land-mark, and then a higher may follow it. 
Let the Epi/tler then take heed of thoſe more than Bugbear 
words, for believe it, Sir, in ſuch Curſes as theſe , there is 
much more than Shows or Vizards, and if you will give 
oo to any Stories at all, many great men have ſadly 
telt it. 

His laſt Argument is Ask your Biſhops, Whether 
Church Lands may not lawfully ( the Law of the States not pro- 
hibiting ) be transferred from one Church to another, upon emer- 
gent Occaſions, which I think they will not deny ; i fo who knows 
that the Parliament will transfer them to Lay-Lands ? They pro- 
fefſs no ſuch thing, and I hope they will not, but continue them for 
the maintenance of the Miniſtry. | 

I conceive the Biſhops Anſwer would be, That it is no Sacrt- 
ledge to transfer Land from one Church to another, but yer 
there may be much Rapine and Injuſtice, the Will of the Dead 
may. be violated, and ſo Sin enough in the Attion. Men may 
be injuriouſly put from the Eſtates, in which they have as 
good Title by the Law of the Land, as theſe ſame Mea that 
put them out. To ſay then that the Church Lands may be 
totally given up, becauſe the Epitler hopes the Parliament will 
cortmit no $aariſedge, is a pretty way of perſuaſion, and may 
equally work-oa him to give up his own Lands, becauſe he 
may as well hope to be re-eltated again,in that the Parliament 


will do no Injuſtice. 
And 


1646, 


(39) 

And now, Sir, baving thus obſerved your Commands , yet 
one thing more I ſhall adyencure to crave your Patience inand 
*ris to let you know, That it this Epi/fler had been right in 
both his Concluſions —That Epiſcopary is not of Divine Right, 
and that Sucriledge is no Sin; yet if you caſt your Eyes upon 
His Majeſties Coronation Oath , wherein He is fo Arial 
ſworn to defend both the Epiſcopal Order, and the Church 
Lands and Poſſefſions, you would calily acknowledge, That 
the King cannot yield to. what this Letter aims at. And 
though I muſt needs gueſs, and that the Epifler knew well 
enough his Juratory Tye, yet you will the leſs blame him for \. 


his concealment in this kind, becauſe he was not retain'd of \ 


the Churches Councel. 

His Majeſties Oath you may find publiſhed by Himſelf, -in 
an Anſwer to the Lords and Commons in Parliament, 26 May. 
It runs thus: 


; Epiſcopus. ] Sir, Mill Tou grant and keep, and by Tour Oath 

confirm unto the People of _— the Lavs and Cuſtoms to 
them granted by the Kjngs of England, Tour Lawful and Reli- 
grous Predeceſſors ; and namely, the Laws, Cuſtoms and Franchiſes 
granted to the Clergy by the Gloriows King Edward Tour Prede- 
ceſſor, according to the Laws of God, the true Prof-ſſion of the 
Goſpel eſtabliſhed in this Kingdom, and agreeable to the op . 
is 


tive of the Kings thereof, and the ancient Cuſtoms of 


Realm ? 
R E X. ] I grant and promile to keep them. 


Epiſcopus. ] Sir, Will Tou keep Peace and godly Agreement 
intirely ( according to Tour Power ) both to God, the Holy Charch, 
the Clergy, and the People ? PAC 40 

R E X. ] I will keep it. 


» by 
Epiſcopus. ] Sir, Will Tou (to Your Power \iicanſe Law, Tu- 
ftice and Diſcyetion, in Mercy and Truth to be exerabed «n all Tour 
Judgments? ; bans 
R E X. ] I will 


Epiſcopus. 


CPs 3 
Ep 8. ] Will Tou grant to Fold and keep the Lam , and 
rightful Cuſtoms which the Commonalty of this Tour Kingdom 
have? And will Tou defend and wphold thew, to the Honour of 
God, as much as in Ton lieth ? 


R E X. I grant and promiſe fo to do. 


Then one of the Biſhops reads this Admonition to the King 
before the People, with a loud voice : 


Our Lord and King, we beſcech Ton to pardon, and grant and 
preſerve unto ##, and to the Churches commtted to our Charge, all 
Canonical Priviledoes, and due Law and Faſtice : And that Tos 
would protet# and defend us, as every good Ay in His 
King dom og ht to be Proteftor and Defender of the hops , and 
the Churches under their Government. 


Then the King ariſeth, and is led to the Communion Table, 
where He makes a Solemn Oath in the fighr of all His People, 
- om the Promiſes, and laying His Hand upon the Book, 

| WIROWER 


The Things which I have before promiſed, I ſhall perform and 
keep. So help me God, and the Contents of the Book. 


In the firſt Clauſe (it is plain) He makes a promiſfory Oath 
to the whole People of Englend, ( a word that includes both 
Nobility, Clergy, and Commons) That He will keep avid con- 
firm their Laws and Cuſtoms. 

And in the ſecond, He ſwears a particular Promiſe to the 
Clergy , That He will keep the Lavs, Cuſtoms and Franchiſes 
granted to the Clergy by the Gloriows Kjne Edward. 

And again / more plain in the fifth Clanfe ) he makes the 
like promiſſory Oath to the Biſhops alone, in behalf of rhem- 
ſ#lves, and their Churches, That He will preſerve and main- 
tain to them ol Canonical Priviledges, and due Law and Fuſtice : 
And that He will be their Proteftor and Defender. Where (ince 


He ſwears ProteRtion to the Biſhops by Name, 'tis plain He 
{fiwears 
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ſwears to maintain their Orders : For he that ſwears he- will 
take care, that Biſhops be preſerved in ſuch and ſuch Rights, 
muſt needs ſwear to take care, that Biſhops ſhall firſt be, for 
their Rights muſt needs ſuppoſe their Efſence. 

And where the King {wears Defence, it muſt needs be in a 
Royal —_— way : 1u aefexde Me Gladio, & Ego defendam Te 
Calamo, is the well known Speech of a worthy Churchman 
to his Prince. For ſure where Kings ſwear defence to Biſhops, 
I do not think they {wear to write Books in their behalf, or to 
attempt to make it clear to their People , That Epiſcopacy is 
Ture Nivino : But a Kinz ( whoſe Propriety it is to bear the 
Sword) ſwears to bear it in defence of Biſhops. For though 
it be againſt the very Principles of Chriſtian Faith, that Reli 

ion ſhould be planted and reformed by Blood, yet when Chri- 

ian Kings have by Law ſerled this Religion, and ſworn de- 
fence of thoſe Perlons that ſhould preach it, he ought ſure to 
bear his Sword to defend his Laws, and to keep his Soul free 
from Perjury, as well to them, as the reſt of his SubjeCts. 

And as by Canonical Ry that belong to them and 
their Churches, there muſt needs be implied the Honour of 
their ſeveral Orders, (as that Biſhops ſhould be above Presby- 
ters, &c.) together with all the due Rights and JuriſdiQtions. 
And the words, Due Law and Juſtice, cannot but import, That 
His Majeſty binds Himſelf to ſee that Juſtice be done to them 
and their Churches, according to Law then in force when 
He took that Oath. And the King ſwears Protetion and De- 
fence, that Clauſe muſt needs reach not only to their Perſons, 
but to their Rights and Eſtates; for He ſwears not only to 
Men, but 'to Men in fuch a condition , to Biſhops of their 
Churches. And whereas He {wears to be their Proteftor and 
Defender, to His Power, in the Aſſiſtance of God ; thole words, 
To His Power, may ſeem to acquit Him of all the reſt, if He 
fall into a condition wherein all Power is taken from Him. 
But, Sir, I will prove that a miſtake for one of the greateſt 
Powers of the King of Exg/and ; Is His Negative in Parlia- 
ment ſo, that without Him no Law can be EnaQted there, fince 
2isonly the Power Royal that can makea Law tobe Law ? So 

that 
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So that if the King ſhould paſs a Statute to take away the 
Churches Lands, He proteQts it not to His Power : fince tis 
plain, ſo long as a Man lives and ſpeaks, he hath ſtill power to 
Jay No: For it cannot be ſaid in this Caſe, that the Church 
may be (as it were) raviſhe from the King, and then He 
may be no more guilty of the Crime, than Lucretia was in 
her Rape ; for though a chaſte Body may ſuffer Raviſhment, 
yet the ſtrength of a 7arquiz cannot poſſibly reach to Man's 
Will or Afleat. 

Now in all promiſſory Oaths made for the benefit of that 
Party to whom we ſwear, *tis a Rule with Divines, That they 
( of all others) do moſt ſtriftly bind,except then allow when 
Remiſſon is made Conſenſu illins cui fatta eſt promiſſio. 
So although the King ſwear to the People of England, T hat 
He will keep and preſerve their Laws, yet it upon their com- 
mon deſires theſe Laws be either abrogated,or altered,'tis clear 
that Oath binds no farther,: becauſe a Remiſſion is made by 
their own conſent who deſired that Promiſe from Him. And 
upon this ground *tis true, the King {wears to oblerve the 
Laws only Sen compoſito, {0 long as they are Laws ; but 
ſhould this deſire either to alter or abrogate either Law or Pri- 
viledge, proceed from any other but from them alone to 
whoſe benefit He was ſworn, *tis plain by the Rules of a!l Ju- 
ſtice, that by ſuch an Att or Deſire, His Oath receives no re- 
miſſion ; for the foundation of this Promiſlory is the Oath He 
was {worn to, and it cannot be remitted but by them alone 
for whoſe ſakes it was taken ; ſo that when ( in the ſecond 
Part of the firſt Clauſe,and more plainly inthe fifth) He ſwears 
a benefit unto the Biſhops alone in behalf of them and their 
Churches, *tis apparent this Oath mult perpetually bind , ex- 
cept a remiſſion can be obtained from the Biſhops themſelves, 
and their Churches He was {worn to. 

This then muſt be confeſſed to be the ſenſe of the Oath,that 
when the King hath firſt ſworn in general, 12 grant, keep and 
confirm the Laws and Cuſtoms of the People of England, He far- 
ther yet ſwears to the Clergy, 7 preſerve their Laws and Pri- 
viledges, and ſince thele are not able to make a Negative in 

F Par- 
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Parliament, ſo that the Clergy may be caſily ſwallowed up 
by the People, and by the Lords ; therefore in a more partt- 
cular manner, they have obtained an Oath to be made unto 
them by the King, which _ for their particular benefit, 
it cannot be remitted without their expreſs Conſent : So that 
although an A of Parliament being once paſſed by the Votes 
of the King, and both Houſes, it doth (Sir, as you have told 
me our Lawyers ſay) bind the whole People of Fxzland, 
yea, the whole People, as it includes the Clergy too; yet it 
concerns the King, by vertue ef His Oath, to give His Vote 
to no ſuch A as ſhall prejudice what He hath tormerly ſworn 
unto them, except He can firſt obtain their expreſs Conſent, 
that He may be thereby freed from His Juratory Obli- 
ation. 

, It may be faid, perhaps, That in the Conſent given by both 
Houſes of Parliament, the Conſent of the Clergy is tacitly- 
implied, and ſo it is ( fay our Lawyers, as you have told me 
Sir) in reſpeCt of the Powers obligatory, which an Att {6 
_m_ obtains upon them ; for they affirm, That it ſhall 
ongly bind the Clergy, as if they themſelves had in expreſs 
terms conſented to it, although Biſhops being debarr'd from 
the Votes in Parliament, and neither they nor their inferiour 
Clergy having made choice of any to repreſent chem in that 
reat Council, their Conſent can be in no fair ſenſe {aid to be 
involved in ſuch As as are done, as well withour their Re- 
preſentative Preſence, as their Perſonal. But the Queſtion is, 
Whether ſuch tacit Conſent (though it be indeed againſt 
their expreſs Wills )- can have a Power remiſloryto the King, 
to abſolve Him of His Oath ? He that affirms it muſt reſolve 
to meet with this great Abfurdity, that although befides His 
general Oath to allthe People of Enzlard, His Majeſty be in 


particular ſworn to the Rights of the Clergy, yet they obtain 
no more benefit by this, than if He had {worn only in general; 
which is as much as to ſay, that in this little Draught, Oaths 
are multiplied without neceſſity ; nay, without ſignitication 
at all > And that the greateſt part of the firſt, and the whole 
fourth Clauſe, are nothing elſe but a more painful Draught of 
fuperfluous Tautologies. For 
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' For His yielding to the two fult Lines, ſwears Him 7 keep 
and to confirm the Laws and Cuſtoms of the whole People of Eng- 
land ; which word People, includes thoſe of the Clergy too, 
and ſo in general their Laws and Cuſtoms are confirm'd ( no 
doubt ) in theſe words, and ſo confirm'd, that they cannot be 
ſhaken, but at leaſt by their tacit Conſent in Parliamentary 
way: And (ince the King condeſcendsto afford to their Rights 
a more particular Juratory Tye, there is no doubt but it binds 
in a way too that's more particular ; fo that His Majeſty can- 
not expeCt a remiſſion of this Oath, without the Conſent 
clearly expreſſed. 
For as when the King {wears to keepthe Laws of the whole 
People in general, He can by no means acquirea remiſſion of 
this Oath, but by the expreſs Conſent of the People. So 
when in particular He ſwears unto the Laws and Cuſtoms of 
the Clergy, this Oath muſt needs bind, until it be remitted in 
an expreſs Form, either by the whole Clergy theraſelves,or by 
ſome Body of Men / at leaſt) that repreſents the Clergy, 
quatenns a Clergy, and not only as they are involved in that 
ow Body of the People. - So that he that preſumes to per- 
uade His Majeſty to paſs any ACt in prejudice of the Eccle- 
faſtical Body, ( to whom He is thus ſworn ) without their 
expreſs Conſent firſt obtained,counſels Him that which is both 
injurious to his Fellow Subjects; nay, which is indeed a moſt 
damnable wickedneſs againft the very Soul of the King. 


SIR, AslIconceive, it is now plain enough, That if the 
Parliament ſhould deſtroy the Epiſcopal Order, and take away 
the Lands of the Church, the Houſes in that AQ will run 
themſelves into two Sins, and His Majeſty into three. And 
upon this Suppoſition the Epiſtler and T have agreed ; I do not 
think, faith he, that Convenience or Neceſſity will excuſe Con: 
ſcience in a thin init ſelf unlawful : And before that, he calls 
the contrary, the Tenent of the Romeniſt,or Jeſuited Puritan ; 
only I will beſeech hin for his own Souls ſake,to conſider how 
great a Scandal he hath given to Mankind, in defence of ſuch 


Sins.as theſe : For, I conceive, that Durand offended more, in 
holding 


' 
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holding that Fornication was no Sin againſt the Law natural, 
thah Sechem did ( who was only under that Law ) in his luſt 
upon old Facob*s Daughter ; for Fraudem leg facere, (faith the 
Crvilian ) is worle than Leger violare. It argues a more un- 
{ubjeQ-like diſpoſition, for a Man to put Tricks and Fallacies 
upon his Princes Laws, than to run himſelf into a downright 
Violation: And God (we know ) is « King ; I am 4 great 
King, ſaith the Lord of Hoſts, and a Kjns in whoſe hands is a 


VERAZEANCE. " 


"Tis true, SIR, weare thus put intoa very {ad Condition, 
when the oaly Option that ſeems left us now, is either tochuſe 
Sin or Ruine; but yet (if well us'd) *tis a Condition glori- 
ous, a Condition in which all that Noble Army of Martyrs 
ſtood, before they could come at Martyrdom. if in pre- 
paration of mind, we thus lay our Lives down at the Feet of 
Chriſt, I am undoubtedly perſuaded it is the onely way to pre- 
ſarve them ; for this Word of God is the Lord of Hoſts too, 
and for his Glories ſake, he oft effefts to ſave'them who have 
loſt both their ſtrength and hopes : But to you , Sir, whom I 
know ſo well, ſuch Perſuaſions as theſe are needleſs. ' I reſt 


Tour very Faithful Servant. 


